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NOTICE 

Application Number: 
Drafting Date: 
Examiner: 
Attorney: 
Cited Articles: 



This application should be rejected for the reason(s) lain forth below. If the 
applicant wishes to comment thereon, the applicant is invited to submit a response 
within 60 days from the mailing date of this notice. 

REASON(S) 

(1 ) The invention(s) according to the below-listed claim(s) of the present application was 
disclosed in the below-listed publication(s), distributed in Japan or abroad prior to the 
filing date of the present application, and it is therefore deemed to be unpatentable in 
compliance with the provisions of Japanese Patent Law, Article 29, Paragraph 1 , 
Number 3. 

EXAMINER'S COMMENTS 
(See the List of Citations for the cited publications) 

• Claims 1 to 9 

• Citation 1 

• Remarks: 

In the Remarks to the Notice of Reasons for Rejection issued on October 22, 2002, the 
applicant asserted that, in contrast to the invention according to claim 1 of the present 
application, which recites that temper rolling is carried out with a temper rolling reduction 
ratio equal to or less than 40% after softening and annealing in order to limit 
magnetostriction A,, and the magnetostriction X after softening and annealing is between 
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(-15x 10~ 6 ) and (25 x 10' 6 ), Citation 3 does not disclose this point. However, it was not 
made clear how the temper rolling after softening and annealing in order to limit 
magnetostriction X differs from the final annealing and regulating rolling (deemed the 
same process as temper rolling) of Citation 3 in terms of specific processes. 

Currently cited Citation 1 is similar to previously cited Citation 3 above, but if there is 
no magnetostriction between (-lSxlO* 6 ) and (25><10" 6 ) in Citation 1, the temper rolling 
after final annealing in the invention according to claim 1 of the present application and 
the regulating rolling (deemed the same process as temper rolling) after final annealing in 
Citation 1 must differ in terms of specific processing conditions. But since no differences 
between the processing conditions of both can be found, that disclosed in Citation 1 must 
be deemed to have the same value of the magnetostriction as the magnetostriction of the 
invention according to claim 1 of the present application. 

Furthermore, the inventions according to claims 5 and 7 are also identical to claim 1 . 

In addition, the matters recited in claims 2, 3, 6, 8 and 9 are disclosed in Citation 1 , and 
the matters recited in claim 4 are well-known art as indicated in the documents cited in the 
previous Notice of Reasons for Rejection. 

(2) The recitation of the claims of the present application fails to satisfy the requirements 
of Japanese Patent Law, Article 36, Paragraph 6, Number 2 with regard to the points listed 
below. 

EXAMINER'S COMMENTS 
A. In a product invention that also stipulates a process, the scope of the product must be 
clarified when viewing only the product obtained by the process without viewing the 
process, and distinction must be clearly made with prior art such as that in the previous 
Citation 1. 

However, in the case of claim 1 of the present application, by adding the matters related 
to the process "temper rolling is carried out with a temper rolling reduction ratio equal to 
or less than 40% after softening and annealing in order to limit magnetostriction X" to 
Fe-Ni alloys, it is unclear what kind of matters are being further specified other than the 
magnetostriction in the alloy sheet manufactured as a result of the process. 

Also, if the invention according to claim 1 of the present application does not include 
prior art such as that disclosed in Citation 1 , it must be due to a special manufacturing 
method or manufacturing conditions in the inventions of the present application that 
differ from the prior art, but such matters are not clarified in the specification, so the 
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relationship between the invention of claim 1 of the present application and the prior art is 
unclear. 

Therefore, the invention of claim 1 of the present application is unclear. Moreover, the 
same is true for claim 5. 

LIST OF CITATIONS 

1 . Japanese Examined Patent Application, Second Publication No. Hei 6-76645 
[1 ' English language abstract prepared by JPO] 

RECORD OF PRIOR ART SEARCH 

Searched Technical Fields: IPC 7th Version C22C38/00 to 38/60 

C2 ID 9/46 

This record of the prior art search does not constitute the reasons for rejection. 
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